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‘ FOR THE MAGAZINE. 


Trinitarian Orthodoxy. 


Trinitarians profess to believe that there are 
three persons in the Godhead, the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghost, equal in power and glory.— 
'Phey believe the Father to be God, who creat- 
ed all mankind. ‘bey believe the Son to be 
God, who died for all mankind. They believe 
the Holy Ghost to be God, who will not sancti- 
fy all mankind. : 

Now, I wish to ask, why they do net each 
one perform equal wor’s:, if they are equal in 


~ power and glory? Surely, if the Holy Ghost is 


God equal to the other persons, he is as able to 
convince and convert all mankind, as the other 
two persons are to create and make atonement 
for them. Why should the Father and Son do 
their parts, or fulfill their offices, and the Holy 
Ghost neglect todo his?) Why need so much be 
done by the Father and Son, and all be lost, or 
ofno use to the persons made and redeemed ?— 


- Must not the creating act of the Father, and the 


dying act of the Son, be worse than nothing for 
the children of men, if the Holy Ghost does not 
perform his work? Can it be that, according to 
the orthodox scheme, the Holy Ghost is not as 


able and willing to. sanctify the hearts of the. 


children of men, as the other persons in God are 
to perform theirs? To me this seems strange 
and unaccountable. 
known, before he made mankind, whether his 
work would ever be perfected by the garnishing 
of his spirit. And if the Son was God, he must 
have known when he. shed his blood and laid 
down his life, for men’s redemption, whether he 
should see of the travail of his soul and be sat- 
isfied or not. Ifthe Father koew that his spirit 
“would not renew and comfort the creatures 
whom he should make, why did be make them ? 
If he knew that they would not be washed from 


Jasin, and filled with the love and joy of the Lord, 


he must have known that they would be always 


_ unholy,and of consequence miserable. Could God 


be love, and yet make creatures to such an end? 
How could a God of hate treat creatures worse ? 
If it be said that God did not know what the 4- 


nal end of man would be, how was he good in, 


bringing them into existence, liable to fall into 
endless sin and wretchedness? Why need the 
Son of God die for all, if God did not intend 
that they should be saved by the death of his 
Son? Did the Son-of God die, at uncertainty, 
not knowing whether his death would be effec- 
tual to the salvation of any of mankind? 

_ Should it be said that God the Father desires 
the purity and happiness of the creatures which 
he has made, capable of loving and enjoying 
him ; and that the Son desires the same blessing 
to come upon all for whom he died; can it be 
said with truth, that the Holy Ghost desires the 
same? If the Holy Ghost desires that siuners 
should be regenerated and made happy, why 
will he not perform the work? If he docs not 


desire it, is he so kind and merciful as the Fath 


er and the Son? If the Holy Ghost does not 
desire wii equal str ngth of affection, the holi- 
ness and felicity of sinners, with the Father and 


Son, how is he equal in power andglory? Yea, 
how is he God ? 

Now upon the Trinitarian theory of three 
distinct, equally divine persons in the Godhead, 
fam not able to see, why they will not be 
equal in the performance of their work: and of 
course the Holy Ghost will regenerate all that 
the Father created and the Son redeemed. 

It will not do to-say, that mank id resist the 
Holy Ghost, so that he canuot subdue them, for 
this would be saying, that man is stronger or 
more powerful than God: of course men may 
yet overturn the government of the Almighty, 
yea, turn the Almighty from his throne. If it 
be said, God does not desire to make his ration- 
al offspring holy and happy, then there is no 
sincerity in his commands, which all who be- 


lieve the Bible, must admit God does give man- 
kind. 

When we reason from the perfections of God, 
and suppose him possessed of infinite knowledge, 
power, and mercy, we must come to the same 
conclusion, whether we believe God to be one 
person the Father, or three persons. For one 
person is God Almighty. Hence God the Fath- 
er can do just as much by his Son Jesus, if he is 
dependant on God, as if he was self-existent.-- 
For three persons according to Trinitarians are 
but one God. The Unitarian’s God is just as 


The Father must have} 


able to save mankind by his suffering Son, and 
sanctifying spirit, as the Trinitarian’s God com- 
prehending three persons. Yea, | should think 
there was vather more certain security that one 
God the Father, who creates mankind, and sent 
his Son to taste death for every man, would send 
his spirit, in the fulness of the dispensation of 
times, to renew his sinful, lost creatures, than if 
it was left. to three self-existent, independent 
persons, or agents. For itis no! possible to 
conceive of more security, than what results 
from the consideration of one God, the Father 
of all, who is overall, and above all. Sucha 
| being can do all that is possible to be done. A 
| thousand persons can do no more than one infi- 
‘nite person. For they can be nd more than in- 


FOR THE MAGAZINE, 


TO “A SOJOURNER.” 


Tn No 13 of this volume, a communication ap- 
peared signed by you, in which you introduce 
the case of a man who, in matters of religion, 
differs in opinion from his wife, and of the wife 
who differs in the same manner from her hus- 
band ; and in which you also ask-for some ad- 
vice in relation to these not unfrequent but dis- 
agreeable cases. Having had instances of this 
kind come under my own observation, your re- 
quest, though communicated in a singular man- 
ner, excited some interest in my mind and has 
since occurred to me several times. 

It must be allowed that both the man and the 
woman have an equal right to judge for them- 
selves. The woman is not bound to believe 
what her husband does because he believes it, 
nor is he bound to believe what she does any 
farther than he sees it to be true. Hence we 
may rather wonder that so many heads of fami- 
lies agree or this subject, than that some disa- 
gree. But whenever the disagreement takes 
place, it is unpleasant, because both husband 
and wife wish toattend public worship together, 
and there are several considerations which ren- 
der it desirable that they should. Men placed 
in this situation have taken two courses, neither 
of which I can approve. ‘The first is to compel 
the woman to attend public worship with her 
husband against both will and conscience; a 
| practice- which tends to confirm her enmity to 
the sect to which her husband belongs. ‘I'he 
second is, for a man to attend constantly upon 
preaching which he does not believe; pay his 
money to sapport it, carry his children to bear it, 
while all the time he is conscious that it is false 
and injurious. This practice cannot be any man’s 
duty ; and every woman who require it makes 
a most unreasonable demand, and every man 
who submits to it wants beth wisdom and reso- 
lution. 

J cannot but highly disapprove of the practice 
of those clergymen who endeavor to instill pre- 


' finite. 
Now if the same God who makes all men has 
sent his Son to die fer them all, which the scrip- 
tures testify to be a fact, and he calls upon the 
ends of the earth to look unto him and be sav- 
ed, then he can send his spirit in due time, to 
wash them with the washing of regeneration, 
and the renewing of his holy spirit. 
if eternal life is the gift of God, of grace, not 
of works, lest any man should boast, then those 
who are the soonest brought to experience sal- 
vation, ought be thankful to Ged, and pity others 
who are yet ia their sins, and strive to enlighten 
and save them. So Pau! exhorted Timothy to 
take heed to himself, and to his doctrine, and he 
should save himself, and those that heard him, 
Secx Trurn. 


“Dr. Priestly was so deeply impressed with 


the power of children to impart pleasure by their | 


looks and gestures, that he said to a person who 
asserted in a large company that our Saviour 
never smiled—* it cannot be, he must have smil- 
ed when the little children were brought to re- 
ceive his blessing.’ ” 


judices into the mind of the woman or her 
daughters, against the male head of the family, 
exciting them to opposition to his will, and en- 
couraging them with the hope that if they hold 
out a little longer, he must submit. Such eler- 
gymen, instead of being peace-makers are peace- 
breakers and deserve to have the door shut 
against them. Any man would be justified in 
| forbidding such to enter his house. Their at- 
tempts are calculated to annihilate the tender- 
‘est affections and to cut asunder the closest ties ; 
yea, they have embittered hour after hour with 
‘sorrow which might otherwise have been spent 
‘in peace and happiness. 

But your question, sir, relates to the remedy 
‘for the evil, which you calla disorder. 1 will 
| describe the best remedy I know of. Let them 
‘both be candid. Let them get rid of censorious- 
\ness, if they have any. Let them read the scrip- 


'tures, not for the purpose of finding evidence to 
‘support an opinion already embraced, but with 
the sole object of seeing what is therein taught. 
Let then close their doors against every elergy- 
man and every other person whe strives te 
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increase their differences. 


UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


ble, let them rid themselves of all attachment | vation, 


to sects and parties; and possess one great and 


What is there in Universalism which gives 


overpowering desire, viz. that of knowing what) more plausibility to the above mentioned ob- 


ie truth. This would be my advice to them :| jections 


than does the passage of scripture, 


it would certainly increase friendship and pro-| which heads this article? **Where sin abounded, 


hably make them both of one mind eventually 
Bat with respect to public worship, wh 
shall they do? If they cannot do better, let 


them attend alternately those places of worship | 


to which they are attached. Provided either 


grace did much more abound.” If the sinner is 
assured, by divine authority, that however 
much he may abound in sin, the grace of God 
will abound toward bim much more, is not this 
the rery encouragement which the objection 


feels fearful of doing wrong in adopting this | opposes ? 


course, it should be remembered, that if we 
grant with some that it is sinful to believe er- 
ror, we cannot contend that it is sinful to hear 
it. How, unless we examine, shall we know 
that it is error? There surely can be no sin in 
proving all things, that we may hold fast what is 
od. If they adopt this recommendation, there 
is one thing still more important, and this is, 
that they attend public worship for the sole 
purpose of hearing patiently and judging can- 
didly. To go and hear nothing, or to carry a 
fixed determination not to believe one word that 
is said, or to go simply to please a friend—this 
would do no good; the person may as well stay 
.at home. Do as the Bereans did, recerve the 
word with all readiness of mind ; i. e. receive it 
readily for examination, hear it attentively ; and 
then search the scriptures to see if it be true. 
A person with this frame of mind is not likely 
to be deceived. : 


It is highly probable that if a man and his 
¢ n 


lic worship any great length of time ; for they 
would soon ascertain where the truth is preach- 
ed. And when they had done this, they would 
feel themselves amply rewarded for all the little 
sacrifices they had made for each others gratifi- 
cation. The true reason why difference of re- 


ligious opinion produces discord in families is,} jf it be too much trouble to look into the laws 
party.—| of different nations, the task may be rendered 


because it is mingled with the spirit of 
Truth then is not the object in view ; the suc- 
cess of a sect is what is nearest at heart; 


peace and love. 

All religious discussions, particularly those 
between the nearest connexions, should be eon- 
ducted with the greatest moderation. There 
should be no harshness, no imputation of blame, 
unless absolutely necessary; no obstinacy, no 
pertinacious adherence to preconceived opin- 
ions, no self-conceit. If asupreme love of truth 
could be cherished on both sides, difference of 
opinion would probably soon cease, and to the 
joy of a true faith in the gospel would be added 
that of the thought, that our dearest earthly 
triend possessed it also. Kicharps. 
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- The Riches of Giace. 


“Where sin abounded, grace did much more abound.”” 
Rom. y. 20 

As the opposers of Universal Salvation con- 
tend,with much-earnestness, that the doctrine, so 
tar trom discountenancing sin as its demerits just- 
ly require, rather indulges in its gratifications, 
and in room of Presenting to the transgressor 
those terrors, which are nacescsary to dissuade 
men from the commission of crimes, rather en- 
courages them in iniquity by holding out those 
allurements, which are founded on the hope of 
obtaining forgiveness; it seems reasonable to ex- 
amine whether such objections may not with as 
mach plausibility, be arged against the plain tes 


ompanion pursued this course, they would be! gression. 
ot compelled to attend different places of pub-!to the divine testimony, it seems proper to re- 


)missible, scholars were more obedient, and less 


Let us suppose that St, Panl, who was the| 


author of this deciaration, that “where sin a- 
bounded, grace did much more abound,” had 


: eet ‘ | SO Q 
been engaged in the work of representing sin to) O64, angels, over one sinner that repenteth, 


be infinite and deserving of infinite punishment, | 
would he haye allowed such a sentence to have | 
place in his argument? We must further ask, 
how this testimony can be made to agree with) 
the doctrine of the infinity of sin? How can; 
grace abound much more than infinitely? The! 
objector.may say, if we cannot reconcile the 
scriptures to the counsels of our wise divines, 
we may not despair of maintaining that the doc-' 
trine, which. teaches that grace abounds much, 
more than sin, is favorable to the commission of 
crimes, because it is according to our reason, 
which teaches that the greater and more severe 
the penalty is for crimes, the less likely people 
will be to commit them; and the more lenient. 
and compassionate the authority is rendered, the 
more men will be encouraged to go on in trans- 
In reply to this confident opposition 


quire of the objector that he furnish proof 
from history, which treats of facts, that crimes 
have been fewer in countries where penal laws 
have been the most severe, and that where ever 
the penal code has been spairiog of punishment 
crimes have been proportionally increased. Or 


easy by trying the question on a smaller scale. 


sof a d and} Let the objector then show, that when the gov- 
while this remains farewell to truth, farewell to| ernment 


of schools administered far more se- 
vere punishments than are now considered ad- 


disposed to disobey, than they are now. Or, if 
he please, let him prove that a family of child- 
ren is better regulated, and rendered more obed- 
rent to parents and more loving to each other, 
by a harsh unmerciful discipline, in which 
punishments for the smallest offences are even 
shocking to hmnanity, than by a mild, compas- 
sionate treatment, in which a gentle rebuke is 
considered a severe infliction, A due considera- 
ation, and comparison of matters of fact, rela- 
tive to these subjects, will, doubtless, convince 
any one, that the objector is on ground which 
cannot be maintained. 


But let us farther consider the main objeetion 
as it urges itself against the teaching of our Say- 
‘our. He, in a very solemn and severe manner, | 
told the religtOes pharisees, doctors and law- 


———— 


And irit be poset timony of scripture, as against universal sal-{ ionists, than to announce such unw ' 
| 


ation ? 
sh The parables of Christ, which ave recorded 
in the 15th of St. Luke, seem the very ocen- 
sion of the objection under consideration. ‘Lhe 
Pharisees and Scribes objected to Jesus, that he 
received sinners and ate with them. tn re- 
ply, he did not attempt to deny what they al- 
ledged, but proceeded to justily his conduct, by 
representing sinners by a sheep which went 
astray from ninety and nine, which continued in 
their pastare. He goes on and argues, that as the 
shepherd would leave the flock and go after the 
lost sheep, return it to the fold and rejoice more 


| over it than over all those that went not astray, 


there is more joy in heaven, in the presence 


than over ninety and nine just’persons, who 
need no repentance. He further pursues his 
subject, and represents the same by a lost piece 
of silyer, the finding of which gave more joy to 
the owner, than did ibe other nine which were 
not lost. How, let us » ik, must these represen- 
tations be considered by the objection which 
we are noticing 2? It contends with great bold- 
ness as well as earnestness that according to 
these parables it is much better to be sinners 
than to be righteous. Ninety nine sheep that 
went not astray could not give the owner so 
much joy as one which did. Why then were it 
not better if all had gone astray? And if there 
be more joy im heaven over one sinner that re- 
penteth, than over ninety and nine just persons, 
who need no repentance, why is it not best for 
all who are just to become sinners, so that their 
repentance may enhance the joys of heaven? 
The last parable in the 15th of Luke, is that 
of the prodigal. He spent his living by wal- 
lowing in the most filthy vices until he was 
overtaken by wretchedness. and hunger. Ail 
this time his elder brother was laboring at home, 
without even the indulgence of a kid to make 
merry with his friends; but as soon as the pro- 
digal returned, the father clothed him in the best 
robe, put shoes on his feet and his ring on his 
hand, and killed the fatted calf, rejoicing with 
music and dancing. How does the objection 
which we are considering view the conduct of 
the father, on this occasion? Lt views it just as 
was expressed by the elder brother. He was 
angry and would not go in and join in the re- 
joicings of the occasion ; he would not welcome 
his brother, but said to his father; lo! these 
many years do l serve thee, neither transgressed 
lat any time thy commandment ; and yet thow 
never gavest me a kid, that | might make merry 
with my friends: bat as soon as this thy Son 
was come, which hath devoured thy living with 
harlots, thou hast killed for him the fatted ealt.’” 
in the wisdom of the objection under conside ra- 


tion, the foregoing speech of the elder son to. - 


his father, mast be highly approved. And in 
the same wisdom he might have added; had { 
known your disposition, sir,—had kL believe d the: 
best robe, shoes, your ring and a fatted calf with 


yers, that pablicans and harlots should enter th | tausic and dancing could all have been obtained 
3, s rthe 


kingdom of heaven before them. Dees not the 

objection, which we are considering, urge itself, 
against this declaration, with all itsforce? Ac- 

cording to the doctrine on which this objection 
depends, what could be more encouraging to all 
the wickedness of publicans and harlots, than to 
assure them, that they were to enter the king- 
dom of heaven before those pious pharisees 
who often fasted, often prayed, and who paid 
tithes of all which they possessed? Or what 


by squandering your preperty in the pleasure of 
dissipation, | would net have toiled as | have, I 


would have disobeyed your commands, that the 


kind reward which your sinful son now enjoys 


might have been mine. 
Here are a number of laborers, who believe 


in the objection, under examination, most hear- 


tily. They have borne the burthen and heat of 


the day; they see those who have wrought but 
one hour receive as much 


"ag, themselves; they 


murmur, they expostulate ; but alt in vain.— 
They are told that these last shall be equal to 
them. In the wisdom of this objection. these 


would Jesus have said, which could tend Inore 
ta dishearten and discourage those zealous relig- 


col 
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murmuring laborers could have said ; had we)proves this? {3 there any thing beside the| account of his conversion, however supernatural! 


known the disposition of the owner of the vine-; mere imagination and whim of the men who as- 
yard whefe we have all the day toiled, we sert it? !t may seem a wise and pretty conceit 
might have saved ourselves this trouble by to them, but what is there to prove it? ‘There 
idling in the markets until’the eleventh hour, is not one word in the whole account. . We 
and then for one bour’s work we should have read that Martha was ‘‘cumbered about much 
received as much as we have for the whole serving ;” but what that particular service was 
day. eA, {we are not informed. She was also troubled 
Suppose we should hear this objection in its) about “many things,” but what these things were, 
replies to other figures, which the Saviour used. the account does not tell us; nor can I see any 
He said, “the whole need not a physician, but, thing in the account which favors particularly 
they that are sick.” | By this he justified hispe- the view T. G.F. has adopted. It is not said 
- culiar attention to sinners. ‘I'o this the objec- that Martha was cumbered because Christ was 
‘tion says; then it is as well to be sick as to be|at her house, nor can we learn but what she 
healthy, nay better; for by being sick we have|was generally troubled about many things as 
the attention of the physician, of which health much as she was then. It does not belong to 
woald deprive us. . Jesus said to Simon, con-| me to disprove TV’. G. F.’s statements; if they 
cerning the woman who was-a sinner; “Her! were not solely funcies, why did he not accom- 


sins which are many, are forgiven; for she loy-| 
eth much; but to whom little is forgiven, the 
same loveth little.’ To. this doctrine of the 

. Saviour, this objection replies ; then it is better 
to commit many sins.than to commit but a few ; | 

_ for by committing many we are capable of hav- | 
ing many forgiven, and of loving mach; but if: 
we commit but a few sins, we can have but aj 
few forgiven, and can love but little. 

‘his objection may be weighed, perhaps ex- 
actly, by hearing its observations on the mira- 
cles of Jesus. He healed the lepers. It is 
therefore no matter how leprous a person is.— 
He gave sight to the biind. We may therefore 
put our eyes out. He cast out devils. It is 
therefore as well to be possessed of devils as 
not. He raised the dead. Why then should 
we not destroy our lives? He fed the multitude 
with five loaves and two fishes. Vherefore it 
is not necessary to Jay up corn in our gran- 
eries. aie: 

if those who urge the objection to universal- 
ism, which~has~been here noticed, will be so 


kind as to show, that it does not lie, with equal 
plausibility against the scriptures of the New- 
Testament as it does against Universal Salva- 
tion, the writer of this will acknowledge his 
mistake, and endeavor to consider the objection 
with more accuracy. Prt. 
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Concerning the ‘One thing needful,’’— Luke x. 42. 


In No. 16, a Communication was published, 
signed “'T. G. F2? in which the gentleman with | 
that signature objects to the view, given by 
another correspondent, of our Saviour’s words, 
“But one thing is needful,” and offers another, 
view of the subject. The view which he offers 
js similar to that which is given iu Adam Clark’s 
Cormmentary, and by several other writers there 
named. lt is simply as follows : when Martha 


was cumbered about much serving, she was 
cumbeted about preparing a “splendid feast” 
for Jesus Christ ; and the many things about 
which sh* was troubled, were “a variety of 
dishes,” of which that feast was to be composed. 
So when Christ said, “but one thing is needful,” 
le meant that one kind of food aloue was all 
that was necessary. , 

TY. G. F. says, that “to understand any parti- 
cular term or phrase correctly, recourse must 
be had to the connexion ip which it stands. ete 
Now the question which puzzles me is, what is 
there in the connexion which shews that the 
serving, which cumbered Martha was the pre- 
paring of a “splendid feast,” or that the many 

out which she was troubled were “ 


ings ab 
ones of dishes”? What is there I say, which 


pany them with evidence ? : 

Any of those persons who easily imagine their 
whims to be realities could form explanations 
which would set equally as well upon the ac- 
count as that of T. G. F., and each seriously be- 
lieve that his is the only correct one. For in- 
stance, some one thinks that, as our Lord had 
been journeying, his clothes had become very 
unclean. Martha put herself to labor to wash 
them all. She at last became cumbered with 
much serving; she was troubled with washing 
so many things, and found fault with her sister 
for not helping her. But Jesus told Martha that 
one thing only was necessary : i. e. if she would 
wash one garment, probably the outside one, 
which would cover the rest, it would be suffi- 
cient. Another person’s mind takes a different 
course. He supposes that the clothes of Christ 
by his constant travelling were nearly worn out, 
Martha immediately formed the resolution to 
provide anew suit from sani! to cap. But the 
labor being greater than she a*ticipated, she 
found fault with her sister who had vet helped 
her. Jesus tells her that she need not be trou- 
bled about providing so many things, for but one 
was needful. [i she would make a coat, (which 
according to Eastern dress, would have covered 
the whole body) it would be sufficient. Is there 
not all'the proof in account for either of these 
suppositions, that there is for the conjecture that 
Martha was cumbered about providing. ‘ta splen- 
did feast.” ‘a variety of dishes.” 

If the good part which Mary chose was the 
one thing needful, and this one thing needful 
was what ‘IT. G. F. defines it to be, why did 
Christ say that it should not be taken away from 
her? if it was not the part which Mary chose, 
then indeed it concerns us very little what it 
was. oe be 
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To the Editor of the Christian Intelligencer. 


Sir,-After acknowledging my obligation for | 
the favorable notiee taken of my communication | 
on the subject of Narra AND KEVEALED RELIGION, 
in the Intelligencer of October 28th, | will 
proceed to offer a reply to your query respect- | 
ing Miraculous Conversion. 

“Let the conversion of St. Paul be the subject. 
[ think all Christian people are agreed, that he 
was miracuously converted. Now what you 
require of me is to suggest the difference be- 
tween such a conversion anda natural one. | 
am sensible, my brother, that | shall handle this 
subject but very imperfectly, owing to several 
unavoidable causes, among which the nature of| 
the subject may be considered as not the least. 

» it seems necessary that we allow, that mora-| 
cle does not exclude the powers of nature, in its, 
effectual operations; for according te St. Pauls) 


causes might be concerned, his own natural! 
powers were the mediums of operation. By his 
sense of vision he saw a light; by his sense of 
hearing he heard a voice; what was spoken 
was in the Hebrew tongue, a language which he 
was taught, no doubt, in his childhood. Through 
the operations of these mediums this man was 


converted: from a mad persecutor to a friend of 


the religion of Jesus Christ. Where in then 
was there any thing not to be accounted for on 
natural principles or causes? Answer: We 
know not the immediate cause of so powerful a 
light, at mid-day, which far exceeded the light 
of the sun: we are unable to account, on the 
principle of natural causes, for the voice which 
he heard, and. for the utterance, in an audible 
manner, of the question which was asked him, 
and of the answer which was given to his ques- 
tion, If we should say, that some very artful 
person, who professed christianity, had contriv- 
ed some method of deception, by which all this 
was carried on, and that this conversion was the 


effect of fraud, then, of course, we should ac- 


count for the whole affair on natural principles. 
but we should thereby deny any miracle in the 
case. The conclusion then is this; A miracle 
is an act, in which nature is assisted out of its 
ordinary course, and by causes not to be ac- 
counted for on natural principles, 

When Jesus gave sight to one who was born 


blind, we are not informed that the organs of — 


vision, thus bestowed, were at all different from 
such as nature usually furnishes her children at 
their birth ; and this remark may apply to other 
miracles; their result never exceeded the gifts 
of nature, but their causes could not be found in 
the ordinary course of nature. . 

But when people in the days of Jesus, were 
persuaded, by his preaching, and convinced by 
his reasoning, we may not say, that their cen- 
version was miraculous. So in any other age of 
the church, whoever is brought to the acknow- 
ledgement of the truth, by ordinary instruction, 


may be as genuinely converted as was St. Paul, 


but not by the means of miracle. 

lam, Sir, sensible that questions on this sub- 
ject, too subtle for me to solve, may be stated; 
aud I feel admonished by iy inability, carefully 
to circumscribe my investigations within plain 
scripture limits. 1 am, Sir, with due respects 
your most humble servant, H. B. 


Be a en AO EEO ATE 
Jinecdote of the Rev. James Armstrong. 

Some months ago the Rev. Mr. Armstrong 
preached at Harmony, near the Wabash, wher 
a doctor of that place, a professed Deist or In- 
fidel, called on his associates to accompany him, 
while he “attacked the methodist,” as he said. 
At first he asked Mr. Armstrong if be ¢ followed 
preaching to save souls ? he answered in the 
affirmative. He then asked Mr. Armstrong ‘if 
he ever saw a soul” ‘No ‘If he ever heard 
a seul? ‘No.’ ‘if he ever tasted a soul ® 
‘No” ‘fhe eversmelt a soul? ‘No. ¢Ifhe 
ever felt a soul ?—* Yes, thank God, said Mr. 
Armstrong. ‘ Well,’ said the doctor, ‘there are 
four of the five senses against one, to evidence 
ihat there is no soul.” Mr. Armstrong then ag- 
ked the gentleman if he was not a doctor of 
medicine ? and was answered in the affirmative. 
He then asked the doctor, ‘if he ever saw a pain?’ 
‘No.’ ‘If he ever hearda pain? ‘No.’ ¢ifhe 
ever tasteda pain? ‘No” ‘If he ever smelt a 


i pain?’ ‘No.’ «If he ever felta pain? *Yes.? Mp, 


Armstrong then said, * there are also four senses 
against one, to evidence that there is no pain, 
and yet, sir, you know there is pain, and | know 
there is soul? "The docior appeared confound- 
ed aud watked of —Indiane zetie. 
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FOR THE MAGAZINE. 


$ Trivitarianism, or Three Gods. 
The following extract approaches as pear to 
a confession of a belief in three Gods, as any 


thing we have yet seen. 
cy he who wrote it can believe, that “the Lo 


r God is one Lord,” let the reader judge—| 


‘aking the paragraph from a controversial 
pamphlet, it has a reference to what had been 
previously said, which, as it relates not to my 
object in the quotation, 1 shall not trace out. 


“No, Sir, it is not for ‘ flitting shadows of thought,’ 


ehh re caries it is for most substantial realities. I+ is 
Divine persons, of illimitable perfection and glo 


ry, who have manifested towards us exceeding riches of 


grace and mercy, and to whom we owe supreme and ev-| 


erlasting love, and gratitude, and homage Though we 
cannot by searching find them out unto perfection; yet we 
can thankfully receive the testimony which they have con- 


descended to give us respecti phere oes and one anoth- 
er, and humbly adore the inet e and incomprehensible 
which rie Boal opened to our view. In the most 

e, we see what can never be seen in a 

5 


Three 

: Divine Person,—we see a society, infinitely 
: d blessed. When we turn our thoughts from 
to one Divine Person, inhabiting eternity in 
RdRGry Fastbice, we find it impossible to conceive how 

he can be happy. 
hess without love, nor of perfect happiness where love 
has not an adequate object. But the most exalted crea- 
tures are infinitely below the Deity; the whole created 
universe is as nothing in comparison with him. _ If then he 
ed in one solitary person, where could he find an 
adequate object of infinite love, and how could he be in- 
finite happy ? When we contemplate the Trinity, a far 
different view is presented to our minds. God is love.— 


The three odorable persons, unlimited in all perfections. 


and excellencies, inhabit eternity together, dwell everlast- 
ingly in each other, in mutual, perfect, immeasurable 
love. hus infinitely happy themselves, they unitedly 
delight in communicating happiness to their creatures. — 

own society of boundless love and boundless hap- 


) of infinite love. 


We can form no conception of happi-/ 


UNIVERSALIST 
persons must possess distinct minds, 


| 
: 


‘be but a self love if it were not so, and the Dr. 
‘did not suppose that self was an adequate object 
With what consisten i he did, why did he contend 

‘there was a society? Why then is there not 
‘three distinct beings ?. Can one being have too 
wills, two volitions, two miods, two conscious- 


| nesses ? If he can, he can have’ten thousand; 
and we may therefore contend that there is but 
one being in the whole universe. 


To conclude— What language materially dif- 


‘ferent from this could the Dr. have used, if he 
had really believed in three distinct Gods ?— 
‘Could he have talked of @ society with any moze 
propriety?’ Could he have spurned at the 
‘thought of a soltery Deity with more assurance? 
\Could he wiih more propriety have said that 
\the three adorable Persons, uoi.mited in ail 


pperfections and excellencies, inhubil eternity to- 
No man can say that (hese three per- 


gether”? 


| sons are united in ove God, without understand- 
‘ing neither what he says, nor) whereot 


) firms. g Rionarps, 


; is : 7 ! oe ee See ee} 
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{ 7% — Pein 


| A DEFINITION OF WHAT BELIEF IT 1S WHICH 


CONSTITUTES A LIBERAL CHRISTIAN, | 
} ’ 71. - w crete 44 
|. In this age of the world, when so much is said 
aboat Liberal Christians and Liberal Christianity, 
,it cannot be an uninteresting inquiry, who are 


_considered /iberal Christians by those who arro-| 


gate the epithet kberal solely to their own use ? 


‘at this time, whether Unitarians think that Uni- 
versalists are liLeral Christians... It .is. wel 


MAGAZINE. 
volitions, | 
wills and consciousnesses is evident, for other-} gym 
wise they could not love each other. It would|s 


{the consideration that t 


f dont? 


he af 


_ Descending’ to the tomb. 


i 
hool, 
wil ij - ri | 

ed upon such deception, They friendly — 

niversalists? here is vo class of Christians 
striving with greater assiduily to put an end to 
the Universalists as a sect; and their object an- 
doubtedly is to build themselves up on the roving. 
It cannot be supposed that we have any fear on 
that account, but we mention it, that we may do 
all in our power to let Universatists know thut 
it is so. vane geet 

How liberal, and, on this subject, how en- 
lightened Unitarian are be learned from 


‘ky HSK a belief of the 


doctrine ot recompense in the future state for 
the actions of this life, (a dvctrine whieh they 


have not yet been williug fairly to defend) the 
condition on “ahith’ hey Pat to the Fekent 
sesir.the, sibel lalresl of he Cees Sin. 
sseution tere of NOT Sard ape Ricans, 


omta? de Th ‘nw Tae cal le eR 


mit b tateh 49 Ae ts 


a, 
Cet) ben .bactarige wt 5 ti; dapiereete ia 


nde is 
ar THE AUTUMN EVENING. renee 
Behold the western evening light! 


rey 


Pee fl eutete Fer 


It melts in deep’ning gloom: 
So calmly Christians sink away 
antl: Aaa egt 


_. Lhe winds breathe low——the withering leaf 
_ Scarce whispers from the tree! 
» So gently flows the parting breath _ 
_. When good men cease to be, 


Or in other words, it is an interesting question * How beantiful'on all the hills , a 


| ‘Phe crimson lights shed! 
Tis like the peace the Christian giyes 
“To mourners round his bed. 


eo PROF 


piness is the archetype and centre of that holy and blessed known that Unitarians for particular purposes 
sadhnneehe:) sen fellonnih oCaagels and the redeemed from sometimes say, there is no difference or at most 
Ret ee etude nee ee kent ee but a very little, between us and the Universal- ‘The sunset beam is cast ! 
teu the roe evedaging ary wih nmortlo® sts nespect to relighoussentinent. Ast hare) "Tis like the memoty leit behind 
_means by me | will present the readers of the}, _ When lov’d ones breathe their Jast. 


How mildly on the wandering cloud. 


or what you please;—it is a theme on which my mind de- 
“hight to dwell; and which I cannot exchange for the soli- 
tary Deity, and the philosophical heaven of Unitarians.’’ 
See Dry Worcester’s Third Letter 
Se eet to Rev, Wm. E. Channing. 
e thing which we should suppose would 
occur toalmost every mind in reading the above 
‘extract, is the very great difference between 
the language used in the above extract, and the 
‘langnage of the scriptures. Where, in the 
Seriptures, do we read of a Trinity? of three 
persons in the Godhead ? er of a Society of Su- 
preme Persons, who love one avother? Is it 
not, on the contrary, said that “Goud is one,” 
‘that She is of one mind” and that “there is one 
God.” Had at 
How is it possible to reconcile the language 
ubove quoted reom the Dr. with the faet that 
there is but one God?) According to it, there 
must be three distinct minds end consciousnesses. 
No explanation in the world can ever make it 
appear plain that a society (im the sense. in 
which the Dr. used the word) can be constitat- 
ed of one beine. ‘The Dr. objects to the idea 
ofone; ii is solitary. “There must be more, or 
the Deity cannot be happy, ashe would have 
no adequate object to love. “Each of these per- 
sons too, is infinite; for the object of lave 
toust be infvite in order to be adequiiie. 
how evident is it that there mus! 
this be three cistinct beings? Bach one is infi- 
hite in all his periections. How then can the¥ 
be united without producing that which is more 
then infinite? 


greater than iafinity itself, these three can never 


be anited in onegsingic God. ‘That these three 


. 


Now if there can he nothing} 


Magazine with their opinion on this subject.-— 

| See the following extract. © Pate e 

|} «Those are to be considered as Liberal Christians, wh 

| believe that Christianity, in respect to its main design, is 
| a revelation from God; a revelation of religious truths be- 
yond all comparison more important and interesting, than 
what unenlightened reason can with any approach to cer- 
tainty discover; a revelation of the being and mora} gov- 
ernment of God. of the immortality of man, of the purpose 
of the present life, of the character here to be formed, and 
of the happiness and misery of a future state as depending 
on our present condiet.’’—See the General Repository 
and Review for January, 1812. oh, 

It is perfectly evident from this quotation, 
taken from a publication which as long as it was 
published was the standard Unitarian within this 
country, that these who believe not that the hap- 
piness und misery of a future state depend on ow, 
present conduct, are not in the opinion of Unita- 
vians liberal Christivns. We care very little 
what they think ‘of Universalists any further 
than simply to know’ what their opinion is.— 
And we here call on al! those who do not be- 
lieve that the happiness ofa future state de- 
pends on our present conduct to notice, that Uni- 
tarians in America do not think that they are 
liberal Christians. We call wpon such of these 
in particular as have been induced to assist in 


Now |scitling and supporting Unitarian clergymen by 
according fo j the belief that they were friendly to Universal- 


jists, to take notice that such clergymen, if they 
|believe what is above expressed, deny them 
leven the title of liberal Christians. 


The yellow star appears! 


Many Universalisis as we have hinted have 
beens <o far deceived as to suppose. that Uitte 
rians were friendly to Universalists, and bave 


_ And now above. the dews of night. 


So faith springs in ithe hearts of those 
Whose eyes are bathed in tears. _ ae 


But soon the morning’s happier light 
lis glories shall restore ;- 

And eyelids that are seal’d in death 
Shall wake to close no more. 


Rockingham G im 
3) wa eee, ack 
_ MARRLED IN THIS'CITY, oy © 
By Rev. Mr: Streeter, Mr. Jhomas Gilson, of Cam- 


bridge, to Miss Amelia Chapman.— Mr. Olive Libby to 
Miss Maria Brazer. ta 

Mr. Henry N. Hooper to Miss Pricilla L. Harris, 

By Rey. Mr. Dean, Mr. Samuel Dinsmore to Mrs Ok; 

Frances Carter. . 1 ¥ 

re a 77 5 <q 

IN-THIS CITY, .«. « 


oft +7 a € - 


oST Titty 1g eat aa 
DIED 
Mr. Joseph Walker, aged 38. Mr. Wm. Robins ‘ 
50. Mr. George G. Hope, 45. Mrs. Klizabet Ghee 
79. Mr. Samuel Cuil, 50... mn > 
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By Marsu & Capen, No. 362 Washin gton-St,— 
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Truths, relating to the p vation of health, from the 
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sL_7>ihe above Work is also for Sale at this Office — 
Price 624 Cents. ; Sth sarsl§ 


“ 


« 


